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E It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: The 
Examiner noted a typographical error (the word "articles" was inadvertently typed and the correct word should have 
been "particles") in the set of claims received 4/7/04. However, Mr. Christenbury stated that the said set of claims 
must have been incorrectly scanned into IFW with the wrong receipt date because the said claims were submitted 
11/8/01 and the most recent set of claims were submitted 1/16/04. The Examiner has determined that the set of 
claims showing a receipt date of 4/7/04 (in IFW/eDan) is indeed a copy of the claims received 11/8/01 and the claims 
submitted 1/16/04 are currently pending In the application and thus should be the claims that are Patented/published. 



